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Abstract: The laws of reflection and refraction are typically derived using a dispersion relation that assumes that the
angular frequency stays the same across a vacuum–dielectric interface and that the angular wave number increases. At
the single photon level, this means that the total energy of the photon is conserved but the linear momentum is not.
Here I derive the laws of reflection and refraction for a single photon using a dispersion relation that is consistent with
the conservation of both total energy and linear momentum. To ensure that both conservation laws are upheld, the
optical path length must be considered to be more fundamental than the geometrical path length when reckoning optical
distances. As long as the medium is transparent, the optical path length traveled by a photon in a given duration of
time is constant. By contrast, the geometrical path length traveled in a given duration of time is inversely proportional
to the index of refraction. A photon propagating across a vacuum–dielectric interface is considered to be an indivisible
package whose total energy (and angular frequency) and linear momentum (and angular wave number) remain constant,
but whose velocity decreases with refractive index as a result of unspecified electromagnetic interactions.
Key words: Conservation, energy, linear momentum, photon, reflection, refraction

“Its general transparency, hardness, unchangeable nature, and varied refractive and dispersive powers,
render glass a most important agent in the hands of a philosopher engaged in investigating the nature and
properties of light.”
Michael Faraday [1]
1. Introduction
Electromagnetic light waves differ from mechanical waves in being self-perpetuating. For example, photons
emitted from an incandescent source can propagate for billions of years across the vacuum of space without
losing their total energy or linear momentum and without getting “tired” [2]. Photons can even pass through
a perfect dielectric unchanged and at the velocity they entered as long as the total energy of the photon is
far from the resonance energy of the matter through which it propagates. While it is not surprising when the
mechanical wave analogy breaks down when applied to optical phenomena such as black body radiation and
the photoelectric effect, it is surprising when this analogy breaks down in processes, including reflection and
refraction, described for centuries by physical optics.
Quantum mechanics provides a theory to understand the nature of light and it has been applied to
elucidate the mechanism of reflection and refraction in 2 complementary ways. Firstly, Cox and Hubbard [3]
and Nightingale [4] used quantum mechanics to derive the laws of reflection and refraction for many photons
∗ Correspondence:

26

row1@cornell.edu

WAYNE/Turk J Phys

by assuming that energy and momentum are statistically conserved. Secondly, De Grooth [5] derived the laws
of reflection and refraction for a single photon using a path integral approach that took into consideration the
contributions of all the possible classical paths that a single photon might take. Here I present a third approach
that yields an unanticipated result that challenges a prevailing assumption of the wave theory regarding the
boundary conditions at an optical interface.
2. Results
It is generally assumed that at a vacuum–dielectric interface the angular frequency (ωo ) of the incident, reflected,
and transmitted light remains constant while the angular wave number (kd =

2π
λd )

varies according to the

dispersion relation given by [6–28; Figure 1]:
ωo
c
= vd =
kd
nd

(1)

where vd is the velocity of a photon in a dielectric (d) with refractive index (nd ) and c is the vacuum speed
of light. The vacuum speed of a photon, the carrier of the electromagnetic force, depends on the electric
permittivity (εo ) and the magnetic permeability ( µo ) of the vacuum:
√
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Figure 1. A plot of the function: cos (nkr - ωt) , when either t = 0 or z = 0. (A) Using the dispersion relation ω / kd =
vd , in geometrical space, the angular frequency and the angular wave number do not have the same phase relationship
within a dielectric when the refractive index is greater than unity. Total energy is conserved but linear momentum is
not. (B). Using the dispersion relation ωd / kd = vd nd = c, the angular frequency and angular wave number have the
same phase relationship in optical space in each medium and both total energy and linear momentum are conserved.

Similarly, the speed of a photon in a transparent dielectric medium depends on the electromagnetic
characteristics of the dielectric through which the photon propagates, including the electrical permittivity (εd )
and the magnetic permeability (µd ) , which are wavelength dependent quantities:
√
vd =

1
.
εd µd

(3)
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The ratio of the speed of a photon in a vacuum to the speed of that photon in a dielectric is characterized by
the refractive index, which is given by:
√
c
εd µd
nd =
=
.
(4)
vd
εo µo
The refractive index of a dielectric is wavelength dependent; dispersion, or the decomposition of multichromatic light, results [8,29]. Practically speaking, dispersion results in the desirable decomposition of multichromatic light into its components by prisms [30] as well as the undesirable phenomenon of chromatic aberration
of lenses [31–33]. Given the standard textbook definitions that the angular frequency is related to the total
energy of a photon (E = ℏω) and that the angular wave number is related to the linear momentum of a photon
(p = ℏk), the dispersion relation given by Eq. (1) demands that the total energy but not the linear momentum
be conserved as a photon propagates across a vacuum–dielectric interface.
The mechanical wave theory of light described the propagation of light through an elastic solid aether
that permeated all transparent bodies [34–38]. A holdover from this theory is the assumption that the angular
wave number varies as the angular frequency of the photon remains constant for a photon propagating across
a vacuum–dielectric interface [6–28]. The mechanical wave theory of light held that the velocity (v) of light
through the aether depended on the elasticity (e) and density ( ρ) of the aether in the propagation medium,
where
√
e
v=
.
(5)
ρ
Using the law of conservation of energy, the mechanical wave theory of light held either the elasticity
or the density to remain constant across an interface. Augustine-Louis Cauchy, Franz Neumann, and James
MacCullagh initially derived the laws of reflection and refraction by assuming that the density but not the
elasticity of the luminous aether was equal on both sides of the interface. Later, Augustin-Jean Fresnel derived
the same laws by assuming that the elasticity but not the density was equal on both sides of the interface.
Fresnel’s assumptions led to further explanations in terms of the reflection and refraction of polarized light.
The assumption that one property but not the other must remain constant across an interface is not necessary
for explaining the laws of reflection and refraction. The assumption used by the electromagnetic theory of light
proposes that the angular frequency but not the angular wave number is equal on both sides of a vacuum–
dielectric interface [6–28]. I will show below neither assumption is necessary.
At the onset of this derivation, I will only demand that the ratio of the total energy to the linear
momentum of a photon remains constant and equal to c, the vacuum speed of light. This means that the ratio
of the angular frequency (ω) to the angular wave number ( k) in a dielectric is also constrained such that their
ratio must also be equal to c. Subsequently, I will invoke both conservation of total energy and conservation
of linear momentum for a single photon propagating across a vacuum–dielectric interface. The constant c
represents many relations related to light besides the proposed ratio of the angular frequency to the angular
wave number of a photon in a dielectric. It also represents the product of the refractive index of a medium and
the velocity of light in that medium, the amplitude of the electric field to the magnetic field, and the ratio of
the time-averaged Poynting flux to the radiation pressure [39–41]. Given my initial assumption, the relation
between the total energy ( Ed ) and linear momentum (pd ) of a photon and the relation between the angular
frequency and the angular wave number of a photon propagating though a medium (d) would be given by:
ωd
ℏωd
Ed
=
=
= vd nd = c,
kd
ℏkd
pd
28
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which differs from the dispersion relation given by Eq. (1) in that both k and ω can remain constant across the
interface.
According to Eq. (6), the ratio of the total energy of a photon to its linear momentum, like the ratio
of its angular frequency to its angular wave number, is constant and independent of the refractive index of the
propagation medium. After rearranging Eq. (6), we can solve for the velocity (vd ) of a photon in a dielectric:
Ed
ℏωd
=
= vd .
nd pd
nd ℏkd

(7)

Eq. (6) is a dispersion relation that differs from Eq. (1) in that both k and ω can remain constant across
the interface, and vd nd is a constant on both sides of the interface and equal to c. The velocity of a photon
in a dielectric depends on the wavelength-dependent refractive index. Given that this velocity depends on the
wavelength of the photon, it is similar to the phase velocity. Likewise vd nd is similar to the group velocity in
that vd nd and the group velocity are both independent of wavelength [42]. As we will see below, the phase
velocity relates to geometrical space while vd nd relates to optical space. To assert that the total energy and
the total linear momentum must both be conserved implies:
Ed = Eo

(8a)

ℏωd = ℏω o

(8b)

ωd = ωo

(8c)

pd = po

(9a)

ℏkd = ℏk o

(9b)

kd = ko

(9c)

and

and we see that both the angular wave number and the angular frequency remain constant across a vacuum–
dielectric interface (Figure 1). I now use the dispersion relation defined in Eq. (6) to derive the laws of reflection
and refraction.
The electromagnetic wave properties of a photon propagating through a medium with wavelengthdependent refractive index ( nd ) can be described by the following equation:
Ψ =Ψmax cos (⃗k·nd⃗r − ωt),

(10)

where nd r is the optical path length (OPL); ⃗k (= kax̂+kbẑ) is the angular wave vector for a photon with angular
wave number ( k), where a and b are the directional cosines in the x and z directions, respectively; x̂ is the unit
vector parallel to a vacuum–dielectric interface and ẑ is the unit vector normal to a vacuum–dielectric interface,
pointing away from the incident medium (Figure 2). The direction of propagation, nd⃗r ( = nd xx̂ + nd z ẑ),
is assumed to be parallel to ⃗k . The dot product, ⃗k·nd⃗r = k (and xx̂x̂ + bnd z ẑ ẑ) = k(and x + bnd z) , where
⃗, D
⃗, B
⃗ , H)
⃗ or potentials ( φ,
a = cos α , b = cos β . Ψ represents any of the standard electromagnetic fields ( E
⃗ and Ψmax is the maximal value of the field or potential. The velocity (⃗vd ) of the photon of angular wave
A)
number ( k) is given by:
⃗r
⃗c
E
= ⃗vd =
=
,
t
nd
nd p⃗

(11)
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where

⃗
r
t

is the velocity of the photon through geometrical space and

nd ⃗
r
t

is the velocity of the photon through

optical space. Assuming that both the linear momentum relative to the propagation direction of the photon and
the total energy are conserved and constant for a photon propagating through any dielectric medium, substitute
p
⃗
for ⃗k , and E for ω to get:
ℏ

ℏ

Ψ =Ψmax cos (

E
p⃗
· nd⃗r − t).
ℏ
ℏ

(12)

At any point (x) on the interface ( z = 0), the photon can be described by 3 separate equations where the
subscripts i, r, and t indicate that the photon is propagating through the incident medium with refractive index
(ni ) , the reflection medium with refractive index (nr ) , or the transmission medium with refractive index (nt ):
p⃗
E
Ψi = Ψmax,i cos (( ) · ni⃗r − ( ) t)
ℏ i
ℏ i
p⃗
E
Ψr = Ψmax,r cos (( ) · nr ⃗r − ( ) t)
ℏ r
ℏ r
p⃗
E
Ψt = Ψmax,t cos (( ) · nt⃗r − ( ) t)
ℏ t
ℏ t

(13)
(14)
(15)

Eqs. (11), (12), and (13) describe the wavelength-dependent properties of the photon when it is incident,
reflected, or transmitted, respectively.

k
β = θ i β' = θ r
α

α'
α''

x

β‘’ = θ t
z

Figure 2. A Cartesian coordinate system describing reflection and refraction. The plane of incidence is given by the x
and z axes. The directional cosines relative to the x axis are given by α, α′ , and α′′ ; and the directional cosines relative
to the z axis are given by β, β ′ , and β ′′ . The angles of incidence, reflection, and transmission are given by θi , θr , and
θt , respectively.

For a perfect transparent dielectric that does not act as a source or a sink for photons, the boundary
conditions are such that the total tangential component of Ψ on one side of the interface is equal to the total
tangential component of Ψ on the other side of the interface, according to the following equation:
p⃗
E
p⃗
E
p⃗
E
Ψmax,i cos (( ) · ni⃗r − ( ) t) + Ψmax,r cos (( ) · nr ⃗r − ( ) t) = Ψmax,t cos (( ) · nt⃗r − ( ) t).
ℏ i
ℏ i
ℏ r
ℏ r
ℏ t
ℏ t

(16)

In order to ensure continuity across the interface where z = 0, Ψi , Ψr , and Ψt must have the same functional
dependence on ⃗r and t together. Thus the arguments of the cosines, but not necessarily just the angular
frequencies must be equal [43-47]. Setting the arguments of the cosines to be equal, we get:
p⃗
E
p⃗
E
p⃗
E
( ) · ni⃗r − ( ) t = nr ( ) · nr ⃗r − ( ) t = ( ) · nt⃗r − ( ) t.
ℏ i
ℏ i
ℏ r
ℏ r
ℏ t
ℏ t
30
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After cancelling the reduced Planck’s constant, we get:
p⃗i · ni⃗r − Ei t = p⃗r · nr ⃗r − Er t = p⃗t · nt⃗r − Et t.

(18)

An incident photon can be either reflected or refracted at the interface of a perfect dielectric. A photon that is
going to be reflected at the vacuum–dielectric interface must satisfy:
pi · ni⃗r − Ei t = pr · nr ⃗r − Er t.

(19)

p⃗i · ni⃗r − p⃗r · nr ⃗r = Ei t − Er t.

(20)

After rearranging, we get:

At any time, including t = 0 [48,49], which is defined as a unique instant, which has a duration of approximately
10 −15 s for visible light when the photon straddles the interface, and which is the only time when the incident
photon and the reflected photon are indistinguishable, we get:
p⃗i · ni⃗r = p⃗r · nr ⃗r.

(21)

When z = 0 for any x, then p⃗·n⃗r = pnx cos α + pnz cos β = pnx cos α where cos α is a directional cosine. If
the angle of incidence (θi ) is a complementary angle to α and the angle of reflection ( θr ) is a complementary
angle to α′ , then cos α = sin θi and cos α′ = sin θr . Since ni = nr , pi = pr , and x = x we get:
sin θi = sinθr .

(22)

Assuming conservation of linear momentum, after cancelling, we get:
θi = θr ,

(23)

which is the law of reflection.
For a perfect dielectric, a photon that is going to be transmitted at the vacuum–dielectric interface must
satisfy:
p⃗i · ni⃗r − Ei t = p⃗t · nt⃗r − Et t.
(24)
After rearranging we get,
p⃗i · ni⃗r − p⃗t · nt⃗r = Ei t − Et t.

(25)

At any time, including t = 0 [48,49], which is defined as a unique instant, which has a duration of approximately
10 −15 s for visible light when the photon straddles the interface, and which is the only time when the incident
photon and the transmitted photon are indistinguishable, we get:
p⃗i · ni⃗r − p⃗t · nt⃗r.

(26)

When z = 0 for any x, then p⃗·n⃗r = npx cosα + npz cos β = pnx cosα. If the angle of incidence (θi ) is a
complementary angle to α and the angle of transmission ( θt ) is a complementary angle to α′′ , then cos α = sin θi
and cos α′′ = sin θt . Assuming conservation of linear momentum and after cancelling, we get:
ni sin θi = nt sinθt

(27)

which is the Snel–Descartes law for the refraction of light by a dielectric [50].
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I derived the laws of reflection and refraction by assuming that both the angular frequency and the angular
wave number remain constant when a photon propagates though optical space across a vacuum–dielectric
interface. With this view, a dielectric decomposes or disperses multi-chromatic light by color, but does not
change the color. Color is equally characterized in optical space by its angular frequency, frequency, angular
wave number, and wavelength.
3. Discussion
The eye can register the absorption of a single photon [51–53] and according to Cox and Hubbard [3] it is
assumed that the photons of visible light “occupy volumes large in comparison with intra-atomic distances, so
that many electrons may be included in the volume occupied by one quantum” as opposed to “compact quanta
of large energy, such as those considered as acting in the Compton effect.” What happens to a single photon
of visible light before it is irreversibly absorbed by the pigments of the eye is of interest to biophysicists. I
propose a derivation of the laws of reflection and refraction for a single photon by first constraining the ratio
of the total energy and the linear momentum of a photon to be equal to the product of the velocity of a
photon in the medium and the refractive index of that medium. This product remains constant as the photon
propagates across an interface. I then require that the total energy and the linear momentum of the photon both
be conserved. In this view, the angular frequency, angular wave number, total energy, and linear momentum
of a photon change neither as it crosses a vacuum–dielectric interface nor as it crosses the dielectric–vacuum
interface. The exiting photon is indistinguishable from the entering photon, and the perfect dielectric is not
displaced. Furthermore, the total energy of a photon propagating through the vacuum or through a dielectric
is always related to its initial angular frequency (ω), frequency (ν), angular wave number ( k), and wavelength
(λ) and can be given in the following equivalent ways:
E = ℏω = hν = ℏkc =

hc
.
λ

(28)

If Eq. (28) is true, the question of whether a light meter measures a frequency-dependent aspect of light or a
wavelength-dependent aspect becomes moot. A light meter will register any of the above quantities equally and
interchangeably.
Likewise the linear momentum (p) of a photon propagating through the vacuum or a dielectric is related
to its initial angular frequency, frequency, angular wave number, and wavelength and can be given in the
following equivalent ways:
ℏω
hν
h
p=
=
= ℏk = .
(29)
c
c
λ
These relations require one to consider the propagation of a photon through optical space as opposed to
geometrical space. By establishing a dispersion relation that explicitly takes into consideration the refractive
index and thus describes the propagation of a photon through optical space as opposed to geometrical space, I
have been able to show that it is possible that both the angular frequency and the angular wave number can
either remain constant as a photon propagates across an interface (when demanding conservation of both total
energy and linear momentum) or can change in unison. The second alternative is consistent with the dispersion
relation that gives rise to the relativistic Doppler effect where both the angular frequency and the angular wave
number change in unison with relative velocity [54,55].
The assumption that both the total energy and linear momentum of a photon are conserved as it crosses
a dielectric interface, and its consequence, that both the frequency and the wavelength of a photon do not
32
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change as it propagates across an interface through optical space, is helpful for photobiologists. The existing
lack of clarity has been captured by Sönke Johnsen [56] in The Optics of Light. A Biologist’s Guide to Light in
Nature, when he discusses the question of frequency versus wavelength. Is the color of light determined by its
frequency or its wavelength? He writes, “So suppose that a beam of sunlight goes from air ( n ∼
= 1) into the
∼ 1.33). The index goes up, so the phase velocity drops by a factor of 1.33. Since this is the product
ocean ( n =
of the frequency and wavelength, one of the two (or both) has to also drop. It turns out that the frequency
stays the same and the wavelength drops. In this case, a “green” 550 nm photon actually has a wavelength
of 414 nm in the ocean. So frequency seems to be more fundamental than wavelength. Also, remember the
energy of a photon is proportional to frequency, but not to wavelength. . . .This is important, because in many
processes, such as absorption, it is the energy of the photon that matters, not its wavelength. For example,
even though the wavelength of a “green” photon inside our eye depends on whether the eye is full of water or
air, our perception of it doesn’t change, because absorption of light by photoreceptors depends on the energy
of the photons, which is related to the unchanging frequency.”
Assuming that the conservation of linear momentum is a foundational postulate of physical optics, then
one must substitute the optical path length for the geometrical path length when reckoning distances. There
is something unexpected about optical space. In optical space, c is always a constant since vd nd is always
equal to the vacuum speed of light. The constancy of the optical path length between the object and the
image is essential for the design and use of chromatic aberration-free optical instruments. Unfortunately, in the
literature, there is confusion whether to use the vacuum wavelength or the assumed wavelength in the dielectric
and whether to use the geometrical path length or the optical path length when one is quantifying the optical
path in a microscope [57–62]. If one assumes that total energy but not linear momentum is conserved across an
interface, the frequency of vibration (νo = νd ) remains constant but the wavelength decreases (λd =

λo
nd ) ,

and

one must use the geometrical distance ( Ld ) and not the optical path length (nd L) to determine the number of
wave fronts (N ):
N=

Ld
.
λd

(30)

According to Slayter [58], as “a consequence of the lowered velocity and invariant frequency of light in media. . . more cycles of vibration are ‘squeezed’ into a given path length in media than occur along the same path
length in air.”
By contrast, if one assumes that both total energy and linear momentum are conserved, then one must use
the optical path length (OPL = nd Ld ) and the incident wavelength of the photon in the vacuum to determine
the number of wave fronts ( N ):
N=

Since λd =

λo
nd

nd Ld
.
λo

(31)

, Eqs. (30) and (31) are equivalent and give the correct answer. However, one must be careful

not to interchange the 2 descriptions of lengths and the 2 descriptions of wavelength. According to Eq. (33),
the wavelength of the photon, along with its frequency, total energy, and linear momentum, does not change,
but the optical path length is longer than the geometrical path length by the factor nd . Thus the time it takes
for a photon to travel a given geometrical distance through a dielectric whose refractive index is greater than
unity is increased and its velocity is reduced (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. The distance between parallel lines represents the distance traveled by a photon in equal time intervals (dt),
i.e. the velocity through A) geometrical space ( L) and B) optical space (nL). The optical space is equal to the product
of the velocity ( v) of the photon propagating through that space and the refractive index ( n) of that space. For a
vacuum–dielectric interface, the optical space above the horizontal line is not equal to the optical space below the line,
but differs by a factor of n . The number of reduced wavelengths that “fit” in geometrical space is equal to the number
of initial wavelengths that “fit” in optical space.

If one were to assume that the linear momentum of a photon was not conserved as it propagated across an
interface, then one would use the geometrical length, the dispersion relation given by Eq. (1), and the velocity
of the photon in each segment of the optical path to determine the transit time for a photon as it propagates
along any given path:
∫
∑ Ld
1
dt =
=
dL.
(32)
vd
v
In fact, to calculate the transit time of a photon [63], opticians typically use optical path length, which, I have
shown above, assumes that the wavelength of the photon is constant, and that the transit time is equal to the
sum of, or integral of, the optical path lengths divided by the vacuum speed of light:
dt =

∑ nd Ld
c

=

1∑
1
1
nd Ld = OPL =
c
c
c

∫
n dL.

(33)

The actual path taken by a photon as it crosses a vacuum–dielectric interface is given by Fermat’s principle
of least time. While Eqs. (32) and (33) are equivalent, it is interesting that opticians have found success in using
the optical path length and the implied constant wavelength of the incident light. This success supports the
fundamental nature of conservation of linear momentum for a photon propagating across a vacuum–dielectric
interface.
The vacuum speed of light is a fundamental constant of nature [39–41]. It is also, according to Eq.
(33), equal to the optical path length traveled by a photon with constant total energy and constant linear
momentum in a given duration of time. This is true whether a photon is propagating through the vacuum or
any perfectly transparent dielectric. This seems like a foundational principle for describing the propagation of
light through dielectrics—and makes it unnecessary to consider the change in wavelength that is predicted from
using conservation of total energy without conservation of linear momentum. By utilizing these conservation
principles, Eq. (34) gives the distance (dL) a self-perpetuating photon [61] with constant total energy (E = ℏω)
and linear momentum (p = ℏk) travels through any perfectly transparent medium with refractive index nd in
34
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a given duration of time (dt).
dL =

1
cdt.
nd

(34)

Thus the refractive index can be seen to influence the distance a photon travels in a given time without
influencing its angular frequency or angular wave number. Since a photon exits a dielectric at the same velocity
that it enters, the refractive index can also be seen to reversibly influence the velocity of the photon. This is an
extraordinary and unique characteristic of photons since any other particle would be irreversibly slowed down
by a medium that altered its velocity. It goes to the question of the nature of the force that causes photons to
move [61].
Since light entering and exiting a perfectly transparent dielectric is indistinguishable, I have assumed that
the total energy and the linear momentum of a photon do not change as it passes through a perfect dielectric.
Consequently, I have arrived at the conclusion that the refractive index slows down a photon without changing
its total energy or linear momentum. While there is agreement that the total energy does not change, the
characterization of the linear momentum of a photon in a dielectric has been elusive [64–71]. The question
becomes does the refractive index stand on its own or does it obtrude some way into the linear momentum
term? If a photon is considered to have an unchanging energy but a slower speed in a dielectric, then its linear
momentum, known as its Abraham momentum or kinetic momentum (pd =

p
nd

and

Ed
pd

= cnd ), is predicted

to be smaller in the dielectric than in the vacuum ( p) . On the other hand, if the photon is considered to have
an unchanging energy, but a greater angular wave number in a dielectric, then its linear momentum, known
as its Minkowski momentum or canonical momentum (pd = pnd and

Ed
pd

=

c
nd ),

is predicted to be greater

in the dielectric than in the vacuum. While the experimental evidence currently supports either definition of
linear momentum, perhaps we can say the geometrical average supports conservation of linear momentum for
a photon propagating through a perfectly transparent dielectric.
The analysis and interpretation of linear momentum is important for light microscopists who use laser
tweezers and it is not inconsequential to consider whether the linear momentum of a photon passing through
a perfect dielectric is given by p, pnd , or p/nd . Laser tweezers rely on the linear momentum of photons to
move stationary or to hold moving microscopic objects [72–80]. The force exerted on an object by a laser
is a function of the light intensity, the area of the object, and a dimensionless number (η) that is equal to
2, for perfectly reflecting objects, 1 for perfectly absorbing objects, and according to the above discussion,
0 for perfectly transparent objects. Biological samples although transparent are never perfectly transparent
dielectrics because biological macromolecules as well as the water that composes much of them and the water
that surrounds them are flexible enough to transform a significant portion of the incident radiant energy into
kinetic (translational, vibrational, and rotational) energy. The radiant energy transformed into molecular kinetic
energy by the surrounding medium [81,82] could result in a Brownian motion-induced asymmetrical force that
should be taken into consideration when calculating the gradient forces exerted on imperfect micrometer-sized
dielectric objects. Successful use of optical tweezers results from taking thermal energy into consideration when
choosing wavelengths and intensities that minimize optical damage [73] or opticution [76,79].
The laws of reflection and refraction are typically derived by assuming that the angular frequency stays
the same across an interface and that the angular wave number increases. Surprisingly, I found that the laws of
reflection and refraction can be derived, contrary to the consensus [6–28], if neither the angular frequency nor
the angular wave number of a photon changes upon entering and exiting a perfectly transparent dielectric. This
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is in keeping with conservation of total energy and conservation of linear momentum. This treatment elevates
the importance of the optical path length over the geometrical path length in reckoning optical distances and
leads directly to the robust equation used by opticians for the transit time of photons in the design of optical
systems. This equation is also used by natural scientists for understanding the physical basis of the iridescent
colorations of birds and butterflies [83–89]. In hindsight the constancy of angular frequency, angular wave
number, frequency, and wavelength seems reasonable since a photon entering a dielectric is indistinguishable
from a photon exiting a dielectric.
References
[1] Faraday, M. Philos. T. R. Soc. Lond. 1830, 120, 1–57.
[2] Seife, C. ScienceNow 28 June, 2001, http://news.sciencemag.org/sciencenow/2001/06/28-01.html
[3] Cox, R. T.; Hubbard, J. C. P. Natl. A. Sci. USA 1925, 11, 498–502.
[4] Nightingale, J. D. Am. J. Phys. 1965, 33, 1082.
[5] de Grooth, B. G. Am. J. Phys. 1997, 65, 1156–1164.
[6] Schuster, A. An Introduction to the Theory of Optics; Edward Arnold: London, England, 1904.
[7] Wood, R. W. Physical Optics; Macmillan: New York, NY, USA, 1905.
[8] Schuster, A.; Nicholson, J. W. An Introduction to the Theory of Optics, 3rd ed.; Edward Arnold: London, England,
1924.
[9] Haas, A. Introduction to Theoretical Physics, Vol. 1.; D. van Nostrand: New York, NY, USA, 1925.
[10] Hardy, A. C.; Perrin, F. The Principles of Optics; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1932.
[11] Slater, J. C.; Frank, N. H. Introduction to Theoretical Physics; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1933.
[12] Frank, N. H. Introduction to Electricity and Optics; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1940.
[13] Strutt, J. W. The Theory of Sound, 2nd ed.; Dover: New York, NY, USA, 1945.
[14] Harnwell, G. P. Principles of Electricity and Electromagnetism, 2nd ed.; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1949.
[15] Lindsay, R. B. Concepts and Methods of Theoretical Physics; Dover: New York, NY, USA, 1951.
[16] Panofsky, W. K. H.; Phillips, M. Classical Electricity and Magnetism; Addison –Wesley: Reading, MA, USA, 1955.
[17] Joos, G. Theoretical Physics, 3rd ed.; Hafner: New York, NY, USA, 1958.
[18] Corson, D. R.; Lorrain, P. Introduction to Electromagnetic Fields and Waves; W. H. Freeman: San Francisco, CA,
USA, 1962.
[19] Sommerfeld, A. Optics; Academic Press: New York, NY, USA, 1964.
[20] Braddick, H. J. J. Vibrations, Waves, and Diffraction; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1965.
[21] Jefimenko, O. D. Electricity and Magnetism. An Introduction to the Theory of Electric and Magnetic Fields;
Appleton-Century-Crofts: New York, NY, USA, 1966.
[22] Clayton, R. K. Light and Living Matter: The Physical Part; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1970.
[23] Pauli, W. Optics and the Theory of Electrons; Dover: Mineola, NY, USA, 1973.
[24] Hecht, E.; Zajac, A. Optics; Addison –Wesley: Menlo Park, CA, USA, 1974.
[25] Shadowitz, A. The Electromagnetic Field ; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1975.
[26] Purcell, E. M. Electricity and Magnetism, 2nd ed.; McGraw-Hill: Boston, MA, USA, 1985.
[27] Griffiths, D. J. Introduction to Electrodynamics, 2nd ed.; Prentice-Hall: Englewood Cliffs, NJ, USA, 1989.

36

WAYNE/Turk J Phys

[28] Heald, M. A.; Marion, J. B. Classical Electromagnetic Radiation, 3rd ed.; Brooks/Cole: South Melbourne, Victoria,
Australia, 1995.
[29] Robertson, J. K. Introduction to Physical Optics, 3rd ed.; D, Van Nostrand: New York, NY, USA, 1941.
[30] Newton, I. Philos. T. R. Soc. Lond. 1672, 6, 678–688.
[31] Brewster, D. A Treatise on New Philosophical Instruments for Various Purposes in the Arts and Sciences with
Experiments on Light and Colours; John Murray, London, England, 1813.
[32] Lister, J. J. Philos. T. R. Soc. Lond. 1830, 120, 187–200.
[33] Jackson, M. W. Spectrum of Belief. Joseph von Fraunhofer and the Craft of Precision Optics; MIT Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2000.
[34] Lloyd, H. Elementary Treatise on the Wave-Theory of Light, 3rd ed.; Longmans, Green, and Co.: London, England,
1873.
[35] Glazebrook, R. T. Physical Optics, 3rd ed.; Longmans, Green, and Co.: London, England, 1893.
[36] Michelson, A. A. Light Waves and Their Uses; University of Chicago Press: Chicago, IL, USA, 1907.
[37] Whittaker, E. A History of the Theories of Aether and Electricity, The Classical Theories; Thomas Nelson and
Sons: London, England, 1951.
[38] Jenkins, F. A.; White, H. E. Fundamentals of Physical Optics; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1937.
[39] Sanders, J. H. The Velocity of Light; Pergamon: New York, NY, USA, 1967.
[40] Smith, R. L. Am. J. Phys. 1970, 38, 978–984.
[41] Bloch, S. C. Am. J. Phys. 1977, 45, 538–549.
[42] Havelock, T. H. The Propagation of Disturbances in Dispersive Media; Cambridge University Press, London,
England, 1914.
[43] Lorentz, H. A. Lectures on Theoretical Physics, Vol. III; Macmillan: London, England, 1931.
[44] Planck, M. Theory of Light; Macmillan: London, England, 1932.
[45] Drude, P. The Theory of Optics; Longmans, Green and Co.: London, England, 1939.
[46] Stratton, J. A. Electromagnetic Theory; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1941.
[47] Lindsay, R. B. Mechanical Radiation; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1960.
[48] Mason, M.; Weaver, W. The Electromagnetic Field ; Dover: New York, NY, USA, 1929.
[49] Lipson, S. G.; Lipson, H. Optical Physics, 2nd ed.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, England, 1981.
[50] Descartes, R. Discourse on Method, Optics, Geometry, and Meteorology; Bobbs-Merrill: Indianapolis, IN, USA,
1965.
[51] Hecht, S.; Shlaer, S.; Pirenne, M. H. J. Gen. Physiol. 1942, 25, 819–840.
[52] Schnapf, J. L.; Baylor, D. A. Sci. Am. 1987, 256, 40–47.
[53] Lakshminarayanan, V. Proc. SPIE 2005, 5866, 332–337.
[54] Wayne, R. African Physical Review 2010, 4, 43–55. http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3696
[55] Wayne, R. Acta Phys. Pol. B, 2010, 41, 1001–1027. http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3697
[56] Johnsen, S. The Optics of Light. A Biologist’s Guide to Light in Nature; Princeton University Press: Princeton,
NJ, USA, 2012.
[57] Spencer, M. Fundamentals of Light Microscopy; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, England, 1982.
[58] Slayter, E. M. Optical Methods in Biology; Wiley InterScience: New York, NY, USA, 1970.

37

WAYNE/Turk J Phys

[59] Slayter, E. M.; Slayter, H. S. Light and Electron Microscopy; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, England,
1992.
[60] Murphy, D. B. Fundamentals of Light Microscopy and Electronic Imaging; Wiley-Liss: New York, NY, USA, 2001.
[61] Wayne, R. Light and Video Microscopy; Elsevier/Academic Press: Amsterdam, Netherlands, 2009.
[62] Murphy, D. B.; Davidson, M. W. Fundamentals of Light Microscopy and Electronic Imaging, 2nd ed.; WileyBlackwell: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2001.
[63] Chatak, A. Optics, 4th ed.; Tata McGraw-Hill: New Delhi, India, 2009.
[64] Fritsch, O. Contemp. Phys. 1965, 7, 45–53
[65] Ashkin, A.; Dziedzic, J. M. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1973, 30, 139–142.
[66] Peierls, R. More Surprises in Theoretical Physics; Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ, 1991.
[67] Loudon, R. J. Mod. Optic. 2002, 49 (5/6), 821–838.
[68] Leonhardt, U. Nature 2006, 444, 823–824.
[69] Barnett, S. M. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2010, 104, 070401-1-070401-4.
[70] Barnett, S. M.; Loudon, R. Philos. T. R. Soc. A 2010, 368, 927–939.
[71] Kemp, B. A. J. Appl. Phys. 2011, 109, 111101-1-111101-17.
[72] Ashkin, A.; Dziedzic, J. M. Science 1987, 235, 1517–1520.
[73] Ashkin, A.; Dziedzic, J. M.; Yamane, T. Nature 1987, 330, 769–771.
[74] Ashkin, A.; Dziedzic, J. M. P. Natl. A. Sci. USA 1989, 86, 7914–7918.
[75] Ashkin, A., Schutze, K.; Dziedzic, J. M.; Enteneuer, U.; Schliwa, M. Nature 1990, 348, 346–348.
[76] Ashkin, A. Biophys. J. 1992, 61, 569–582.
[77] Ashkin, A. P. Natl. A. Sci. USA 1997, 94, 4853–4860.
[78] Molloy, J. E.; Padgett, M. J. Contemp. Phys. 2002, 43, 241–258.
[79] Neuman, K. C.; Block, S. M. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2004, 75, 2787–2809.
[80] Pfeifer, R. N. C.; Nieminen, T. A.; Heckenberg, N. R.; Rubinsztein-Dunlop, H. J. Opt. 2011, 13, 044017-1-7.
[81] Liu, Y.; Cheng, D. K.; Sonek, G. J.; Berns, M. W.; Chapman, C. F.; Tromberg, B. J. Biophys. J. 1995, 68,
2137–2144.
[82] Peterman, E. J. G.; Gittes, F.; Schmidt, C. F. Biophys. J. 2003, 84, 1308–1316.
[83] Hooke, R. Micrographia or Some Physiological Descriptions of Minute Bodies Made by Magnifying Glasses with
Observations and Inquiries Thereupon; Jo. Martyn and Ja. Allestry: London, England, 1665.
[84] Michelson, A. A. Studies in Optics; University of Chicago Press: Chicago, USA, 1927.
[85] Rayleigh. In Scientific Papers (John William Strutt) Lord Rayleigh, Volume VI (1911-1919); Dover: New York,
NY, USA, 1964, pp. 584–596.
[86] Parker, A. R. J. R. Soc. Interface 2005, 2, 1–17.
[87] Shawkey, M. D.; Morehouse, N. I.; Vukusic, P. J. R. Soc. Interface 2009, 6, S221–S231.
[88] Berthier, S. Iridescences. The Physical Colors of Insects; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2007.
[89] Kinoshita, S. Structural Colors in the Realm of Nature; World Scientific: NJ, USA, 2008.

38

